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EFFECT OF DOE DIRECTIVES ON PROJECTS IMPACTING WETLANDS AND FLOODPLAINS 
AT THE ROCKY FLATS PLANT 

Through this letter, EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc. requests a U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) 
determination of a de minimis impacted acreage for Rocky Flats Plant (RFP) projects affecting 
wetlands and/or floodplains. It is the intention of EG&G to comply fully with the guidance 
(discussed below) provided by DOE. However, EG&G's ability to proceed expeditiously with small 
projects that will have minimal to negligible impact on wetlands and/or floodplains may be limited to 
an extent not intended by DOE. 
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. The fundamental problem is that the references do not establish a de minimis impacted acreage 
' for wetlands and/or floodplains below which the requirements no longer apply. While EG&G 

recognizes the need to fully evaluate projects that will impact several acres of wetlands and/or 
floodplains, accompanied by appropriate announcements and documentation, we do not see the 
need to produce the same announcements and level of documentation for projects that will 
impact only a fraction of an acre of wetland and/or will be located in a 100-year floodplain for which 
no significant modification of the floodplain occurs. 

Four sources of information provide DOE guidance on managing projects that may impact 
wetlands and/or floodplains. Two of the sources are memorandums issued by DOE in the last 
year. The first memorandum, dated June 12,1989, is the Secretary of Energy's Policy Statement 
that DOE will support the goal of "no net loss of wetlands." The second memorandum, issued by 
Director Carol M. Borgstrom on November 3,1989, recommends using the Federal Manual for 
identifying and Delineating Jurisdictional Wetlands (hereinafter referred to as the "Manual") to 
identify jurisdictional wetlands. Further, the second memorandum suggests the possibility of 
DOE changing 10 CFR 1022, Compliance with Floodplains/Wetlands Environmental Review 
Requirements, to incorporate the Manual as a reference. 

The third source is 10 CFR 1022 - Compliance with Floodplains/Wetlands Environmental Review 
Requirements, which addresses the requirements for compliance with the following Executive 
Orders (EOs): EO 11988 - Floodplain Management (May 24.1977) and EO 11990 - Protection of 
Wetlands (May 24,1977). Lastly, verbal guidance was provided by Messrs. John Pulliam and 
Robert Strickler, of EH-25, (discussed in EG&Gs letter to DOE, RFO, #90-RF-0643), who 
2oncluded that nonjurisdictional wetlands are exempt from 10 CFR 1022. EG&G has accepted 
:his conclusion and will continue to operate pursuant to this understanding. Copies of the 
*eferences are attached. 
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Following are three examples of projects that could be impacted by these requirements even 
though the projects will have minimal impacts on wetlands andor floodplains: 

1) Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) Upgrade. Approximately 200 square feet of an 
isolated wetland, dominated by cattails, is located adjacent to a hillside north of the 
STP. This hillside, including the wetland, will be removed to provide space for 
storage tanks. 

2) Sediment traps in Woman and Walnut Creeks. Small cylindrical containers will be 
placed in the creeks with the intention of collecting sediments contained within 
stream flows. The traps would impact both floodplains and wetlands, but the effect 
would only total a few square feet. 

3) Diversion (recycling) water from Pond C-2 to plant usage. A PVC pipe will be used to 
divert water from Pond C-2 to a tie-in, located downstream of the water treatment 
plant, with the process water system. The pipe will be placed just inside the south 
interceptor trench (which would collect any water leaking from the pipe), but would 
require no modification to the trench other than placement of supports to keep the 
pipe in place. The trench was intended to contain runoff from a threeday, 1 OO-year 
storm. However, with the vegetative growth in the trench, the capacity has possibly 
been reduced. 

It should be noted that many future small projects impacting RFP wetlands, including items 1 and 
2 above, would be approved by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers under a 404 Nationwide 
Permit, because the total wetlands impacted would be far less than one acre. 

We look forward to any guidance you can provide regarding a de minimis impacted acreage for 
wetlands and/or floodplains. Please contact Scott McGlochlin of my staff at 273-6190 if you have 
any questions. Thank you. 

0 Associate General Manager 
Environmental Restoration and Waste Management 

SCM:lmg 

Orig. and lcc - R. M. Nelson, Jr .  

Attachments: 
As Stated 
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PORTIONS OF THE FOLLOWING 
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The Administrative Record Staff 
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